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ABSTRACT 


Th<t Bea9at Synthetic Aperture Ra<$ar (SAR) data aet has clearly proven 
the research and operational potential of such observational systems. As a 
consequence, the U.S. National Aeronautics and Space Administration and the 
Canadian Department of Energy, Mines and Resources have undertaken bilateral 
studies to define a future bilateral SAR satellite program. These studies 
have been given the names Free>*Flying Imaging Radar Experiment (FIREX) in the 
U.S. avid 'RADARSAT in Canada. The studies include addressing the requirements 
supporting a SAR mission posed by four disciplines: science and operations in 
sqn~ice'*covered waters, oceanography^ renewable resources, and nonrenewable 
resources. In each discipline, workshops were held to bring together experts 
to examine the wa;*.iB in which an augmented SAR satellite could enable progress 
on the significant research problems within the discipline, and to define the 
instrument, mission, and program parameters imposed by the approaches to those 
problems. Documents describing these mission requirements are being published 
elsewhere^ here, summaries from the various workshops are collected together 
to show the total research investigations supporting a SAR flight and the 
subsequent overall mission requirements and tradeoffs. 
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FOREWORD 


Thia document is one of a aeries describing the Free-Flying 
Imaging Radar Experiment (FIREX) mission requirements: 


Science Requirements for Free-Flying Imaging Radar Experiment for 
Sea Ice» Renewable Resources, Wonrenewable Resources, and 
Oceanography 


Sea Ice Mission Requirements for the U.S. FIREX and Canada RADARSAT 
Programs 


Nonrenewable Resources Mission Requirements for the Free-Flying 
Imaging Radar Experiment (FIREX) 


Renewable Resources Mission Requirements for the Free-Flying 
Imaging Radar Experiment (FIREX) 


RADARSAT-FIREX MISSION STUDY 


Introduction 

In response to a Canadian initiative, the UtS. National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration (NASA) and the Canadian Division o£ Energy, Mines and Resources 
(DEMR) agreed on November 26, 1980, to conduct a bilateral study of the 
mission requirements £ot a future satellite which would have as its primary 
sensor a Synthetic Aperture Radar. The agreement was signed by Anthony J. 
Calio for NASA and John D. Keyes for DEMR. At that time. Dr. Galio was 
Associate Administrator for Space and Terrestrial Applications at NASA and Dr. 
Keyes, Assistant Deputy Minister for DEMR. The American effort was given the 
name FIREX (Free-Flying Imaging Radar Experiment), and the Canadian program, 
RADARS AT. 

Apart from the bilateral sharing and discussion of future plans, the major 
activity undertaken in response to this agreement has been to determine the 
scientific and, to some extent, operational requirements for the proposed 
satellite. To do this, each country empanelled a science working group in 
each of four areas— ice, oceans, renewable resources, and nonrenewable 
resources. From the start, the Ice Panels from the two countries have 
functioned together and their findings are being presented as a single report. 
The executive summary of their findings is included as Chapter 1* Although 
the other groups have shared information and, in some cases met together, they 
will each produce separate reports. Chapter 2 consists of the findings of the 
U.S. Oceans Study Team. The executive summaries of the findings of the U.S. 
Renewable and Nonrenewable Groups comprise Chapters 3 and 4. The names of 
the members of the various science working groups that produced Chapters 1-4 
are listed in Appendix A. Chapter 5 is an executive summary of all of the 
Canadian findings provided by Dr. Edryd Shaw, manager of the Canadian efforts, 
and Appendix B contains the Canadian study teams'' membership. 


During the process which has led to this report, some facts have become 
clearer about the statue of SAR technology and its uses. At the same time, 
the budgets and future plane for investments in space by both countries have 
undergone considerable change. It now appears that our best current 
understanding of SAR usefulnessr is in the ice area. Here, a SAR of sufficient 
swath width offers the unique possibility of enabling studies of the dynamics 
of the ice pack* SAR also can be used to guide ships and others operating in 
polar waters by revealing those areas with leads or thin ice. The land 
resource teams have determined that SAR data will be of considerable use in 
mapping, geology, and crop studies. Currently, the details of how the 
observations will be used are not as well specified as they are for ice 
observations, but there is a considerable desire in this area for multiple 
look angles, frequencies, and polarizations on a SAR instrument. These 
capabilities would represent a significant advance in technology over those 
SARs flown to date. Our understanding of how to use SAR data in the oceans 
area is the least mature at present. The range of oceanographic problems 


which may be addressed is quite broad and the future promise of the technique 
is felt to be considerable* 

Future plans for the eventual deployment of a SAR satellite are still being 
developed and remain uncertain* 

As the manager of the NASA study, I would like to take this opportunity to 
thank the members of the several study teams for their efforts* X hope that 
this activity has been of some benefit to each of you and that the working 
relationships between the two communities of researchers will continue and 
prosper. 

I also wish to thank Dr. Frank Carsey (JPL) for assembling this document, 
Sandi Thomas (JPL) for her secretarial support, and Paulette Cali (JPL) for 
her editorial assistance on the FXREX document. 


Dixon M* Butler 

Environmental Observations Division 
NASA 


February 1982 
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I. SEA ICE MI8SI0H REQUIREMENTS SUMMARY 


Report Heeed on Bilateral Ice Study Team Workshop 
Cornwall^ Ontario 
.February 11-13, 1981 


The Seasat data set establiohed the potential of Synthetic Aperture Radar 
(SAR) data for application to research problems in sea-ice science and 
operations. The basic utility of SAR is in locating, identifying, and 
tracking ice features of importance in a vide variety of scientific and 
engineering problems. Subsequent analysis has shown that an even more 
powerful sea-ice surveillance tool would result from supplementing SAR with 
an areal-integral measurement technique such as scatterometry, microwave 
radiometry, or both, and combining these data with meteorological and 
oceanographic data collected by satellite-monitored buoys. Clearly, a highly 
productive sea-ice science research mission can be defined for a satellite so 
instrumented, provided that a suitably designed research program commences 
prior to launch. In order to design such a mission, Canadian RADARSAT and 
NASA FIREX (Free-Flying Imaging Radar Experiment) study teams w£re set up to 
examine the research problems such a bilaterally supported mission could 
address, and to determine the mission requirements indicated to assure good 
progress on those problems. This document discusses some significant research 
problems associated with ice-covered seas, the consequent mission 
requirements, and the recommended satellite instrumentation. 

Research questions requiring SAR information are divided into two broad 
classifications: science problems and operational problems, with much overlap 
and interrelationship. Science problems can be divided into (1) circulation 
of ocean and atmosphere, (2) climatology, and (3) the response of sea ice as a 
material. Operational problems can be divided into (1) fixed-installation 
design, (2) navigation, and (3) offshore activities. Simulation of 
operational application of SAR is recommended as a necessary step in the 
transition of SAR from a finely focused research tool to an operational tool; 
here the similarities to the Landsat program are obvious. Progress on the 
operational and science research problems requires SAR and ancillary satellite 
data, buoy data, improved knowledge of microwave properties of sea ice, and 
prelaunch pilot studies using Seasat, aircraft, or Shuttle data. An efficient 
means of production and an effective means of communicating the results to 
remote sites are also needed. All research and simulation activities call 
for an image-format presentation of a variety of ice types and features; 
however, some differences exist among activities as to required resolution and 
repetition or coverage. All activities either require or would profit by buoy 
data products, including measurements of the geostrophic wind vector and air 
temperature. Table 1 summarizes the operational and science information 
requirements. 

The program required consists of (1) the instrumented sat^r^llite with 
attendant ground and data-processing systems, (2) an information dissemination 
system capable of relays to remote points, (3) a data buoy monitoring system, 
(4) data supplementation and verification by aircraft, ship, and fixed 
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Table 1. Summary Information Requirenents (Operaticnal/Science) 


Feature 

Resolution 

Coverage 

' i 

Registration 

— 

Timeliness 

SAR 

Other 

Pack ice edge 

0.5/10 km 

Daily/3 daily 

0.5/10 km 

Day /month 

Yes 

Scatterometer 
or radiometer 

First-year ice 

10 % 

Weekly 

5/10 laa 

Day /month 

Yes 

Scatterometer 
or radiometer 

Multiyear area 

10% 

Weekly 

41 

5/10 Inm 

Day/*aonth 

Yes 

Scatterometer 
or radioiieter 

Multiyear flow 

20 m^/NA 

Weekly /NA 

0.5 km/NA 

3 days/NA 

Yes/NA 

None/NA 

Large ridge height 

50 m 

Weekly 

0.5 kni 

3 days 

Doubtful 

None 

Ice islands 

20 m^/NA 

Weekly /NA 

2 km/NA 

3 days/NA 

Yes 

None 

Icebergs 

20 m^/NA 

Weekly /NA 

5 faa/NA 

3 days/NA 

Probable 

None 1 

r 

Leads , thin ice 

2 

30 m 

Daily /3 daily 

0.5/lCI loa 

3 days/month 

Yes 

^ 1 
S-catt€Toaeter | 

or radiometer | 

Sutface temperature 

100 

3 daily 

50 km 

Day/month 

No 

_ I 

Buoy j 

Geos trophic wind speed 

1 m/s 

Daily 

100 km 

Day/month 

No 

Buoy 

Direction 

20° 

Daily 

100 kni 

Day /month 

No 

Buoy 


NA = not ap->licable. 

a/b = a, operations; b, science requirement. 












pX«t£ormt» (5) nor« inforiittion on f««<^lce microvtvft ptopertiet| (6) AdiyaiiCAt 
in in«gn**ptoceffing :;^echnology tpeed the quantiutive anaXyvit o£ th« data, 
(7) fiinulation of operational uie of SARf and (8) ita-ice lelentific reiearch. 

The aatelUte called for ha§i in addition to a buoy ponitoring lyitem and 
the required flight and data-linh electronict» initrunentation in the forn of 
the SAR complenented by a ecatteroneter and/or a radioaeter. In generali 8AR 
ia an identification and location tool for a nunber of ice featurea auch aa 
ridgeai floea» and leada reaulting in a data aet fron which ice notion and 
defornation data can be extractedt The lov-reaolution acatteroneter/radioneter 
ayatema» on the other hand, neaaure diatributed phenomena auch aa ice~type 
fraction Or amount of open water. The acatterometer/radiometer data will 
therefore conatitute a global ice extent and type data act. It will alao have 
time and apace acalea auitable to weather and climate reaearch and to 
operational forecaating applicationa in which local SAR data are uaed with a 
variety of other typea of baiin-widc low-reaolution data, Alao, the 
combination of a feature-identification tool (auch aa SAR) with a well- 
calibrated, areally integrating tool (auch aa the acatterometer) will permit 
more quantitative eatimatea of feature variablea. All of theae inatrumenta 
have flown in apace aboard Seaaat, and conaiderationa are now underway by 
several nations for future flights of similar inatruments. 

If a SAR system were deployed in the absence of these complementary 
instrumenti, the optimum radar frequency for discriminating between first-year 
ice, multiyear ice, and water on radar backscatter alone would be between II 
and 15 GHz for incidence angles between 20° and 50°. At frequencies in the 
range between 1 and 10 GHz, the differences in radar backscatter between 
different ice types are less significant. However, if the SAR system used for 
feature tracking is supplemented by a 19- or 37-GHz radiometer or a 11- to 15- 
GHz scatterometer used for ice-type determination, the recommended SAR 
wavelength would be at L-band (1-2 GHz) with like polarization. At the L-band 
frequency, first-year ice which has not undergone much deformation can easily 
be distinguished from multiyear ice, and highly deformed first-year ice and 
multiyear ice can usually be distinguished by shape and, possibly, by 
geographical location. While the trend for improved ice feature recognition 
in SAR data at higher frequencies is reasonably well established, the greatest 
changes for program success call for the use of systems which are proven in 
space, of known calibration, and produce familiar data. These systems are the 
L-band SAR and tb,». higher frequency scatterometer or radiometer. 

Other radar p£^rameters can be approximately determined from summary 
mission requirements. The depression angle should be in the range 20° to 
50°. A resolution of 25 m appears adequate although some measurements would 
tolerate a reduction to 100 m. The swath width required to obtain adequate 
coverage needs should be 200 km to satisfy operational requirements and 
somewhat less for many scientific programs. The orbit geometry should provide 
maximum areal coverage for the supplemental sensors as well as maximum orbit 
tracks over coastal waters in order for the radar imager to support the 
operational research objectives. Thus, an orbit providing SAR ground coverage 
poleward to 76° N in the form of long, nearly east-to-west transects across 
the Arctic, and scatterometer/radiometer coverage to approximately 85° H for 
science and for forecasting, is called for. If other satellites are deployed 
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which take the conplenentary data> the orbit could be lowered a bit* Should a 
nore polar orbit be choien to acconmodate other neaeurementi) the 200^kn iwath 
would become a ninimun. 

The data-proceMing requirement for operational reiearch problemi calli 
for daily proceiaing of 30 minutei of data within 2 houri of acquieition. The 
scientific program would require processed data at that speed only rarely**-! 
or 2 minutes on 10 to 20 days per year**-*to support field efforts in areas 
where rapid changes in ice conditions are common (for examplei the open ocean 
margin and the shear zone)* For the remainder of the science programi data 
turnaround time is not appreciably a problem* Ceographically, science data 
demand over a year will call for an uneven mix of zones of long-term 
surveillance and zones of brief, intense observation to document specific 
seasonal changes or to support field programs* Under most circumstances, data 
products would not be in demand sooner than a month after acquisitionw 
However, the data required would need to be of optimum dynamic range and 
calibration. Thus, the operational research need would call for some 3 x 10° 
km* images per day with a 4-bit range and +.2-dB absolute calibration, while 
the science program would require about half as much data processed on a 
relaxed schedule, possibly involving use of processor time in the summer, but 
calling for a 5-bit range and il-dB absolute calibration. 

As mentioned, the sea-ice scienee problems which would materially benefit 
from an augmented SAR deployment are divided into three categories: oceanic 

and atmospheric circulation, climatology, and materials response* The 
circulation of the ocean and atmosphere are affected by sea ice because ice 
changes the surface albedo, alters the fluxes of heat, mass, and momentum 
between the water and the air, advects latent heat equa>.orward, changes the 
stability of the upper ocean, alid influences the surface stress on the water 
column* Specific science questions on which significant progress could be 
made using data from this program include: How do surface fluxes modify the 

oceanic circulation of ice-covered seas? How do horizontal and vertical 
fluxes near the ice edge affect the edge location? What is the net heat loss 
of the Southern Ocean? What processes control the response of the ice pack to 
forcing at the coastal boundary? The key measurements of sea icc required for 
answering these questions are concentration, thicknqss, velocity, and pressure 
ridge density. Of these, SAH does an excellent job with velocity, a good 
with concentration and ridg<^ density, and provides some information on ice 
thickness via the determinatio't^< of ice type* Summary information requirements 

for science are presented in Table 1. 

/ 

The research problems associated with future operations in sea-ice-laden 
waters are divided into three categories; design of fixed installation, 
navigation, and offshore activities. Ice is of operational interest because 
it can damage both fixed or floating structures, it strongly influences 
surface transport even by icebreaker, and it can impede or occasionally 
enhance a wide variety of offshore support activities* Ice velocity, type, 
concentration, and ridge density are key measurements for operational problems 
just as they are for science problems* Specific research questions from 
anticipated polar operations include: What is required to forecast the 

location of navigational hazards and of areas of ice not under compression? 
How can ridge parameters such as height be accurately determined? What kinds 
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of ice features can be expected in a given season at a given location? What 
is the impact of ice cover information on global weather forecasting? Alsot 
as precise forecasting of ice conditions is important in polar operational 
there is a particfilar need to improve the accuracy of short-termi 1-5 dayi ice 
response forecasts. Summary information requirements for research in 
operations and engineering are presented in Table 1. 

In general I researchers involved with operational problems need accuracy 
in different areas than do researchers involved with science. For examplei 
the computation of fluxes between the ocean and the atmosphere requires rather 
detailed knowledge of the ice thickness distribution with an emphasis on the 
accurate measurement of the areal fractions of thinner ice and open water. 
The operations problemi on the other hand| is primarily concerned with the 
exact location of thin icei open water, and heavy ridging. Thus, the 
calibration needs are different; clearly more of the total operational problem 
can be more fully accomplished by a simpler, longer wavelength, Seasat-type 
radar. Such a system, complemented by a wide-swath coarse footprint 
instrument, such as a scatterometer or radiometer, constitutes the basic 
requirement for research on sea~ice operational problems. In the context of a 
spacecraft SAR development program spanning several decades, a simple SAR 
similar to the Seasat instrument would satisfy short-term operational needs 
and would also contribute significantly to progress in long-term science 
goals. Kowever, it appears that these goals would be better met, of course, 
by shorter wavelength, higher-resolution systems of the future. 

The proposed sea-ice imaging radar program can be summarized as follows. 
At the soonest possible time, a satellite carrying a Seasat-type Synthetic 
Aperture Radar (SAR) should be deployed. The SAR system should be augmented 
by a system or systems that provide areal measurements of ice characteristics, 
such as a scatterometer or radiometer. Also a data-buoy interrogation system 
should be deployed. Such a combined system would largely satisfy the 'research 
community involved with operational problems and would also enable 
considerable progress to be made in those areas of sea-ice science concerned 
with ice dynamics. By the time improvements in SAR technology permit higher 
frequencies and higher resolutions, the science community should be prepared 
to exploit these new systems. At the same time, the research community 
concerned with sea-ice operations problems should be prepared to justify an 
operational level SAR free-flyer. Thus, part of the recommended program for 
current consiideration is concerned with the implementation of operational- 
simulation projects involving engineers, scientists, and managers from a 
variety of agencies and private organizations. These projects would be 
concerned with actual application exercises such as navigation of an ice- 
breaking tanker or deployment of a drill ship. This program, centered on the 
flight of a Seasat-type SAR with supplementary instruments, would provide a 
valuable scientific data set plus operational experience that could be 
followed by more sophisticated flight systems with improved capabilities for 
both science and operations. Such developments would presumably be entirely 
supported by operational agencies and/or the private sector that is concerned 
with sea-ice operations. This overall program provides a logical exploitation 
of techniques for observing sea ice from space for the immediate and longer 
range future. 
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II. RENEWABLE RESOURCES MISSION REQUIREMENTS SUMMARY 


Report Based on NASA Renewable Resources 
Study Team Workshop 
Greenbelt, MD 
May 20-21, 1981 

This mission requirements summary, prepared by the U.S. Renewable 
Resources Study Team, covers (1) the major potential renewable resources 
applications of L-band (1.275) and/or C-band (5.3 GHz) Synthetic Aperture 
Radar (SAR) imagery acquired from an orbital free-f‘lying satellite, (2) key 
radar parameter, specific research issues (e.g., recommended angles, 
frequencies, or polarizations) which must be addressed in order to specify the 
SAR satellite mission requirements, and (3) a preliminary specification of the 
mission requirements for SAR to be used in a future satellite-based research 
program. Although this document focuses on SAR mission requirements, the 
philosophy adopted is that SAR imagery is complementary to visible and 
infrared imagery in the context of potential applications and that both types 
of imagery must be considered in an eventual mission definition. 


A. POTENTIAL RENEWABLE RESOURCES APPLICATIONS 

The Renewable Resources Study Team has identified four major potential 
applications of space-borne L-band and/or C-baud SAR imagery, which are 
identified in priority order in Table 2. It should be noted that priority 
category 4 is a combination of three diverse hydrological applications and 
that a further subdivision of priorities among these three was not possible. 

The top two potential applications are viewed as of primary importance, 
and the bottom two are still high priority but of secondary ranking. The 
highest priority potential applications is the identification, area 
estimation, and condition assessment for major agricultural crops such as 
corn, wheat, soybeans, barley, sorghum, rice, cotton, and sunflowers using SAR 
imagery either alone or in combination with visible/infrared imagery [e.g., 
Landsat Mul ti'spectral Scanner (MSS) or Thematic Mapper (TM)]. The second- 
ranked potential application is in mapping and monitoring of soil moisture 
over a wide range of field roughness and vegetative covers, for use in crop 
growth, yield models, and hydrological models. 


B. KEY RADAR PARAMETER RESEARCH ISSUES 

A mission requirements specification for a SAR satellite must include 
the desirable f requency(ies), angle(s) of incidence, polarization( s ), 
resolutionCs ), and revisit interval(s). Radar parameters of less crucial 
importance include swath width, dynamic range, registration, etc. The optimum 
radar parameters must be specified in the context of both SAR and 
visible/infrared coregistered images; considerations of SAR alone will not 
allow a meaningful specification of optimum remote sensor system parameters. 
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Table 2. Renewable Resources Potential Applications 
for Spacecraft L- and/or C-band Applications 


Priority Category 


1 


2 


Potential Applications 

Primary Applications 

Agricultural crop identifications area 
estimation, and canopy condition 
assessment. 

Soil moisture condition assessment for 
agricultural and hydrological 
applications , 

Secondary Applications 

Forest species identification, area 
estimation, and canopy condition 
assessment. 

Wetlands and coastal land over identi- 
fication and area estimation, snow 
wetness and water equivalent, flood 
extent mapping. 





A gre«t deal of radar aignature research has been conducted In the past 
decade and has revealed that G-band or higher frequency radar backscattered 
signals obtained at high incidence angles are sensitive principally to the 
water content in a vegetative canopy. Indeed, these higher-frequency radars 
may be used to distinguish among crop types when measurements are made at 
periodic intervals through the growing season. These experimental studies 
have also revealed that a C-band radar operating in the 10^-20^ incidence 
angle range shows a strong sensitivity to soil moisture in the top few 
centimeters of fields with a wide range of surface roughness and vegetative 
covers. Significant effects of row structure and row direction have been 
observed at all frequencies, especially near L-band and near 20*^ incidence. 
Most of these experimental studies have been conducted using truck-based boom- 
mounted radar ^spectrometers or airborne scatterometers in the 1-18 GHz 
frequency range. 

The specific radar parameter research issues of interest in the present 
study are more narrowly focused on the question of the utility of L- and/or C- 
band SAR imagery for the potential applications listed in Table 2. Key 
research questions are: 

When considering data from both radar and visible and infrared sensors, 
what are the best choices for Wavelength, incidence angle, and 
polarization? 

What should the revisit time be? 

What is the best combination of resolution and number of looks? 

What improvement would be realized by using both L- and G-band? 

What improvement would be realized by using two polarizations, e.g., 
like and cross? 


1. Incidence Angles for Vegetation (Especially Grop) Applications 

Preliminary results suggest that the preferred incidence angles for 
vegetation canopy identification and condition assessment by SAR are in the 
45°-60° range due to the fact that this configuration minimizes surface 
scatter from the soil under the canopy and maximizes volume scattering from 
water contained in the canopy. However, additional research is needed to 
establish firmly these results for L- and G-band SARs. Multidate data over 
several crops, forest types, and wetlands types at L~ and C-band for angles 
from 45^-60^ are needed to allow researchers to address this issue. 


2, Dual-Frequency Utility 

The team recommends both C- and L-band based on the approximately 4 to 1 
wavelength ratio and the importance of wavelength to volume and surface 
backscattering. The performance of a dual-frequency L- and C-band system 
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needs tcbe quantified as compared to a G-band system alone for crops, forest 
types, and soil moisture. This issue should be addressed now. Multidate 
like'^polarisation data are needed for both L** and C^band to address this 
issue. 


3. Dual-Polarization Utility 

The added performance of a dual-polarization (like and cross) system 
needs to be determined as compared to a like-polarized system alone for crops 
and snow cover. Nultidate dual-polarization C- and L-band data are needed for 
this issue. 


4. Spatial Resolution, Revisit Interval, and Swath Width for Soil Moisture 

According to one computer simulation study, sensing soil moisture can be 
done at relatively low resolution (-100 m) for the 15® C-band HH 
configuration. The simulation work is being continued with more realii^tic 
model assumptions concerning the spatial distributions of plant and soil 
characteristics. Also, the interleaved constraints of viewing angle range, 
spatial resolution, swath width, and revisit interval need to be considered 
to determine if a practical and useful SAR mission configuration can be 
designed for soil moisture surveying. To support the research for this issue, 
the team recommends a nominal 30 m (4 looks) spatial resolution since one may 
degrade that resolution if desired. 


C. SUMMARY OF PRELIMINARY MISSION REQUIREMENTS 

The renewable resources SAR mission requirements summarized in Table 3 are 
preliminary and based on our present understanding of the available literature 
of radar backscatter research. Some of these findings may be modified as a 
result of the proposed experimental program discussed earlier. These SAR 
minimum requirements may be viewed as a least common denominator to the crop 
classification and soil moisture potential applications. They would allow a 
system with enough flexibility to permit the test and evaluation from space of 
the preliminary information extraction procedures based on truck radar 
spectrometer and airborne radar scatterometer measurements and analyses 
coupled with theoretical models. 

Thus, the minimum system is a VV-polarized, C- and L— band SAR which 
operates simultaneously in both a low-angle and high-angle mode. The low- 
angle mode is principally for soil moisture mapping and the high-angle mode 
for crop type and forest species condition and identification. In addition, 
the synergism of a combination of visible/infrared data and SAR data (1-4 
channels) may enhance system performance as compared to any one data source 
alone. Although the optimum revisit interval for soil moisture mapping may be 
as short as 1-2 days, in an operational mode, it is felt that the 10-day 
revisit interval required for crop classification would allow an adequate test 
of the soil moisture mapping concept in a research mode. Since no operational 
uses are envisioned for the research spacecraft SAR addressed here, it is not 
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Table 3. Preliminary SAR Mission Requirements 
for Renewable Resources 


SAR Parameter 

1 

Recommended Minimum Configuraticn 

Frequency 

1 , rr , , , , , 

1 

C-band and L-band 

1 

Polarization 

W 

Low-Angle Mode 


Angle of incidence 

15* 

Resolution 

30 m 

Nimber of azimuth looks 

4 

1 

Swath width 

130 km 

Revisit interval 

<10 days 

High-Angle Mode. 

i 


Angle of incidence 

45°-60° 

Resolution 

30 m 

Number of azimuth looks 

4 

Swath width 

130 km 

Revisit interval 

<10 days 











necessary that a l-*2 day revisit interval be specified. It would be most cost 
effective to investigate the question of needed revisit intervals through 
simulations of spacecraft SAR data and truck-based experiments instead of 
through use of actual spacecraft SAR data acquired every day. The same is 
true for snow applications as well, where the optimum revisit interval is 
probably less than the 10-day revisit interval recommended here for the 
research satellite. 


Ill, NOHREHEWABLE RESOURCES MISSION REQUIREMENTS SUMMARY 


Report Based on NASA FIREX Nonrenevable Resources 
Study Team Workshop 
Washington, D.C. 

December 1981 

This mission requirements summary, prepared by the U.S* Nonrenevable 
Resources Study Team covers (1) the major potential nonrenevable resources 
applications objectives for orbital free-flying Synthetic Aperture Radar (SAR) 
imagery acquired at either L-band (1.275 GHz) and/or C-band (5.3 GHz), (2) key 
radar parameters and specific research issues (e.g., recommended angles, 
frequencies, or polarizations) vhich must be addressed in order to adequately 
specify the SAB, satellite mission requirements, (3) an experimental program 
using aircraft SAR data vhich could address those key research issues, and (A) 
a preliminary specification of the mission requirements for SAR to be used in 
a future satellite-based research program* This satellite program is referred 
to in this document as FiREX (Free-Flying Imaging Radar Experiment). 

A. POTENTIAL NONRENEWABLE RESOURCES APPLICATIONS OBJlSlCTIVES 

The Nonrenevable Resources Study Team proposes three objectives for 
FIREX: (1) to complete the investigation of satellite radarfs sensitivity to 

topography, (2) to develop the use of backscatter radiance as a discriminator 
among geologic features, and (3) to conduct radar stereo imaging research. 
The Study Team emphasizes that theae objectives require the highest possible 
geometric and radiometric control of the radar data. 

The primary recognized advantage of radar in remote sensing geology is 
radar^s sensitivity to topography. This sensitivity is greatest at incidence 
angles less than 25^ and greater than 60°. Seasat provided high quality radar 
data at a 22° incidence angle. FIREX should first provide calibrated 
registered imagery at a high-look angle of 60°-65° for use in structural 
mapping. Space-borne SAR sensitivity to topography should be further explored 
by additionally imaging at an intermediate-look angle of 30°-35°; the 
combination of intermediate- and high-look angle data permits 30° convergence 
stereo vhich has been shovn to be a poverful tool in geomorphology. Finally, 
a lov-look angle mode of 15°-20° should be included to permit studies of 
subtle topographic expression. 

At a single vavelength, single-look angle, and single polarization, a 
given geologic unit may not have a unique signature since its radiometric 
brightness on an image depends on local slopes, surface moisture, vegetation 
cover, etc. Geologic interpretation of radar imagery is based on the analysis 
of image recognition elements vhich include tone, texture, shape, pattern, and 
context. However, when it is possible to vary the wavelength, or incidence 
angle, or polarization, a much more powerful imaging capability is made 
available because independent looks are acquired which can be used to 
discriminate among different geologic structures. 
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Radar backacatter radliince haa conoiderable potential for dlacrinination 
among aoil and rock typea, and geobotanical featurea. Topographical effecta 
are a confuaion factor for thia application ao that intermediate-look anglea 
(30°-35^) are preferred. Theory and field atudiea highlight the importance 
for discrimination baaed upon backacatter radiance of acquiring both like- and 
crosa-polarized data. Radar backacatter radiance Varios with surface geometry 
and moisture content^ while infrared reflectance varies primarily with surface 
chemistry. The essential independence of these two processes suggests that 
radar and infrared reflectances should be combined for multicomponent 
analyses. The experiment would be further enhanced by a second radar 
wavelength to permit microwave as well as infrared spectral discrimination. 


B. KEY RADAR PARAMETER RESEARCH ISSUES 

A mission requirements specification for a SAR satellite must inciude 
the desirable frequency(ies)» angle(s) of incidence, polar ization^ s ), 
resolution(B), number of looks, and revisit interval(s). Other radar 
parameters of particular importance to the geologist include swath width, 
calibration, dynamic range, registration, and multiple looks. 

In order to specify these p ar ameters for a meaningful satellite radar 
geology experiment, the following research issues must be addressed: 

1. Sensitivity to topoeraphv. vs, frequency, polarization, resolution, 
and angle of incidence. 

2. Sensitivity to surface roughness and vegetation cover , vs, 
frequency, polarization, resolution, and angle of incidence. 

3. Sensitivity to soil moisture , vs, frequency, resolution, and angle 
of incidence. 


It is stressed that these issues can only be addressed with high quality 
(calibrated and registered) multiparameter SAR imagery over wide swatha. From 
a practical viewpoint, some of this work can be done using airborne 
multiparameter SARs and, indeed, specific experiments can be proposed to 
utilize airborne SAR data. But even the best airborne SAR data suffers from 
a wide variation in incidence angle over the swath width so that suturing 10- 
20-km wide images to form a 100-km mosaic presents formidable problems when 
large-swath regional context images are needed. This serious angle-dependence 
of airborne SAR data means that only space-borne SAR data over 75-150-km swath 
widths, with a relatively constant angle of incidence, are adequate to address 
the utility of SAR for regional geologic mapping applications. 
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C. SUMMARY OF MISSION REQUIREMENTS 

The recomuendatlonB of the Study Team for a FIREX configuration are 
baied upon (X) a tentative under 'i tending of the roles played by vavelengthi 
incidence anglei and polarization in radar imageryi (2) valuable experience 
gained through both Seasat L'-band SAR imagery as well as aircraft L-band, and 
K~band SAR imagery over various geologic test sites, and (3) the collective 
judgments of both the Study Team and a much larger radar geology community as 
discussed for example in the recent Snowmass Report [Snovmass Report, 1979]* 
The Study Team began with the baseline FIREX mission (C-band, 35®-45°, HH) and 
developed four increasingly ambitious radar system configurations that were 
consistent with the radar parameter research issues and applications 
objectives discussed above. 

The preliminary mission requirements are suxomarized in Table 4. 

The low-angle mode gives an enhanced sensitivity to topography, where 
subtle slope changes are depicted with expanded contrast. This region is best 
for low-lying rough terrain, since layover and compression will severely 
distort mountainous terrain. 

The intermediate-angle mode, using both like- and cross-polarized data, 
is at an intermediate angle where sensitivity to topography is minimized and 
where slope effects can be minimized in studies of rock types and geobotanical 
anomalies. Furthermore, when taken in combination with the high-angle data 
mode, 30° convergence stereo pairs would be obtained as a powerful tool in 
geomorphological studies. 

The high-angle mode is useful for topographic mapping, with no layover 
and reduced slope distortion and minimal shadowing. 
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Table A, Preliminary SAR Miasion Requirements 
for Nonrenewable Resources 


SAR Parameter 

Recommended Configuration 

Frequency 

C-band 

Resolution 

30 m 

Noise equivalent 

-35 dB 

Polarization mode isolation 

25 dB 

Swath width 

150 km (X channel) 
75 ton (2 channels) 
50 km (3 channels) 

Low- Angle Mode 


Look angle 

o 

o 

CM 

1 

o 

m 

Number of azimuth looks 

TBD 

Polarization 

HH 

Revisit interval 

Seasonal 

Intermediate-Angle Mode 


Look angle 

30°-35° 

Number of azimuth looks 

TBD 

Polarization 

HH + H\' 

Revisit interval 

Seasonal 

High-Angle Mode 


Look angle 

60°-65° 

Number of azimuth locks 

TBD 

Polarization 

HH 

Revisit interval 

TBD 



3-4 














IV. OCEANS MISSION REQUIREMENTS SUMMARY 

Report Sued on NASA Ooetnogrephy 
Study Team Workshop 
Washington, D.C. 

April 27-28, 1981 


Over the ocean, a Synthetic Aperture Radar (SAR) is sensitive to short 
gravity waves or to capillary-gravity waves and the oceanographic phenomena 
measurable in this way are those that influence the structure or distribution 
of these short waves. 

The presently demonstrated capabilities of SAR are predominately in the 
area of mapping of oceanographic (and atmospheric) features that produce 
contrasts in short surface wave structures over relatively small horizontal 
scales. Many familiar phenomena have been detected, including swell, internal 
waves, warm core rings And oceanic fronts, and a number of new (and sometimes 
unexpected) properties have been discerned, including apparent f ilamentation 
of large-scale current systems, apparent small-scale ’'eddies" of 10-50 km, and 
surface indications of bottom topography produced by tidal flow in relatively 
shallow water. 

Within the next five years, we hope that much of the pattern information 
presently available will be enhanced by the ability to interpret 
quantitatively the modulations or variations in return intensity, in terms of 
the characteristics of the ocean structures that produce them— wave height, 
current shear, wind speed, and perhaps temperature contrast across features. 
These developments will considerably increase the utility of SAR for 
oceanographic purposes. 

Over a longer time span, it may be possible to use Doppler information 
to measure the speed of propagation of the surface structures producing the 
SAR return Mid thus infer surface current speeds. We do not underestimate the 
technical difficulty of measuring small velocities from a rapidly moving 
platform, and to date there has not been a careful study to assess such 
feasibility. To achieve this will require thorough analytical evaluation of 
existing data and a substantial development program. Nor do we underestimate 
the difficulty of interpretation of the velocity so measured— the speed of 
short surface waves is influenced by the orbital velocities of longer waves if 
they are freely travelling, and harmonic constituents of longer waves will 
also be detected which travel at a phase speed appropriate to the basic wave, 
not to the harmonic detected. The speed of propagation of short surface waves 
is also influenced by surface wind drift so that, to infer the velocity of the 
underlying current, corrections would be necessary to subtract out the 
influence of both longer waves and wind and these corrections may well be 
larger than the signal sought. Our expectation of the success of such an 
endeavour is therefore low; nevertheless, if it were successful, the 
oceanographic returns would be extremely high. Consequently, the expected 
return, the product of the two, is highly uncertain. 



In the following eectionii we etterapt to reipond to the charges listed 
in the introduction, and consider the operational and research needs in 
various oceanographic subject areas in which the use of Synthetic Aperture 
Radar might have a significant impacti 


A. SURFACE WAVES 

There is an operational need for 2‘<‘dioienBioral wave spectra in deep 
water both for purposes of wave forecasting and for the verification and 
refinement of wave models used in wave forecasting. The accumulation of 
observations of this Rind is necessary for a better definition of the 
climatology of waves. For deep-water wave spectra, a 15®-angular resolution 
is desirable together with a 0.5-m accuracy in significant wave height over 
the range 1-20 m. A 20 percent accuracy in spectral density is desired over 
about 15 frequency bands between 0.05 to 0.3 Hz with a resolution better than 
0.01 Hz near the spectral peak. Information should be at grid scales of 100 
km in major ocean basins with the capability of going to 10 km over small 
regions; an ideal coverage would be every three hours. 

In shallow water (depth less than 100), there is again a need for 2- 
dimensional wave spectra for the verification and refinement of wave models 
for coastal wave forecasting and to establish the climatology of waves, the 
influence of wave-current interactions, and tlie spatial variability of wave 
and currents. The requirements for shallow water spectra are rather tighter— 
an angular resolution of 5^, a 0.25-m significant wave height accuracy in the 
1-20-m range and a grid scale that could be as small as 1 km. Other 
specifications are the same as for deep water. 

There are also significant research needs for wave data. There is 
presently considerable interest in the spatial distribution of wave 
"groupiness," and well-defined spectra are needed for spatial evolution 
studies. Observational information is needed on wave- current interactions and 
on the characteristics and distribution of breaking waves. In shallow water, 
data are needed on wave-bottom interactions, including refraction, 
attenuation, and breaking, as well as on wa^e-current interactions in shallow 
water. For research purposes, the data are needed with the maximum possible 
accuracy attainable. 

In this area, the present capabilities of SAR Include the measurement of 
wave length and direction, particularly of swell, and the jharacteristics of 
swell propagation from storms and refraction in shalloir water. SAR can 
resolve wave lengths and directions in complex wave fields as in hurricanes. 
Potential capabilities Include the measurement of significant wave height, the 
directional wave distribution, the spectra in shallow water, and the 
determination of wind speed and direction. SAR also has useful potential in 
the measurement of wave fields in severe storms. 
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B. INTERNAL WAVES 


Internal wave activity in the ocean if of coniiderable research 
interest, and groups of internal waves have been detected by SAR, particularly 
in coastal regions. However, the detection of internal waves from their 
surface manifestations is certainly very selective, limited probably to the 
low**mode, large-amplitude waves, usually tidally generated near the shelf 
break, and constitute only a small subset of all internal wave motions. 
Nevertheless, there is interest in the measurement of group and phase 
velocities of these waves since this gives information on the density 
structure below the water surface* There is interest in determining the 
source of these particular waves and their mechanisms of attenuation and the 
processes of their interaction with current shear* There is also interest in 
the dissipation of these waves which may produce local mixing and thus affect 
the primary energy production and diffusion in coastal waters* 

C. MARINE METEOROLOGY 

Operational and research needs in this area include determination of 
wind speed and direction over both water and ice, measurement of atmospheric 
stability, particularly in the lower atmosphere, the 2-dimensional structure 
of weather patterns and their movements, the location and characteristics of 
intense otormo, and mesoscale atmospheric variability, SAR imagery appears to 
provide information on mesoscale variability (scales I-IO km) that is not 
readily obtainable in other ways, but the range of conditions over which 
useful information can be extracted may be limited to low wind speeds. SAR is 
capable of providing the precise location of atmospheric fronts and this 
ability may be useful in conditions in which a general cloud cover is present* 
Capabili;.ies in this area are still somewhat unexplored and there may be 
useful Information in existing SAR data that has not as yet been extracted* 


D. CURRENTS 

Oceanic current systems exist over a wide range of scales, spatially and 
temporally, and the usefulness of SAR vcries widely in different context, 

(a) At the largest scale are the general circulation synoptic scale 
disturbances at 50-200 km with temporal scales greater than 5 days. These 
represent large-scale currents and major oceanic fronts along the boundaries 
of different water masses and associated eddies. Dynamically, they are quasi- 
geostrophic below the surface frictional layer and have associated currents of 
10-200 cm; they are delineated by variations in sea surface temperature, and 
the currents are associated with a variation of sea surface level relative to 
the geoid. In decreasing order of success, they are measurable and mappable 
by means of altimetry, infrared radiometry and the Doppler SAR (SARD) if ever 
it becomes operational. In addition, there is the wind driven component of 
the current (the surface Ekman layer), 30-50 m in depth, which can be 
associated with regional winds over past time, and also equatorial currents 
which do not have geostrophic surface slopes. These cannot be measured by 
altimetry or IR but could be measured by SARD. 
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Imaging SAR is of limited utility at these scales except for the 
identification and location of oceanic fronts at water mass boundaries. There 
is not a great deal of experience concerning the detection threshold contrast 
in properties across such a boundary, > though some indication of this might be 
extractable from existing SAR imagery. 

(b) Often embedded in or adjacent to these large features are medium- 
scale, low-frequency structures with horizontal scales of 5-100 km and 
temporal scales of 1-5 days. These are less well-known than the larger scale 
mv!;tions but are only semi-geostrophic, are subject to horizontal advection by 
larger scales, and could be rapidly evolving and difficult to measure with 
passes repeated at time intervals larger than 5 days. These features have 
been observed in SAR imagery in the coastal zone and as smaller scale, 
filamented structures embedded in larger scale currents, and their geometrical 
features could be mapped by repeated observation. They can also be detected 
by IR. They could be measured with SARD or by altimetry, though the water 
velocities involved (5-50 cm) and their relatively small scales put them near 
the limits of resolution. 

(c) Medium-scale tidal motions form the dominant current signal in 
coastal areas. Horizontal scales depend on topography and are 
characteristically 5-50 km. Such motions are predominantly barotropic 
(unrelated to the density field) and extend throughout the water column, with 
vertical surface displacements of 1-10 m and horizontal currents of 10-200 cm. 
They produce streaming and rifts related to bottom topography and give notable 
SAR imagery, in particular, locations such as the Nantucket Shoals and the 
Southern North Sea. For the measurement of these motions by remote sensing, 
altimetry would be preferred as an operational tool, or SARD if it becomes 
available. 

(d) Small-scale motions (50 m-5 km) include internal waves already 
described, as well as, possibly, wind-wave generated Langmuir cells. The 
latter are close to the limit of resolution of SAR and may be best detected 
optically (as they have been in the past). 

(e) Estuarine flows are of considerable significance in fields from 
coastal engineering to marine biology. Questions of sediment transports, 
storm surges, river discharges, and tidal exchange!^) (both patterns and 
velocities) are of both research and operational interest. Interesting 
patterns can be discerned in SAR imagery and altimetry may be useful, although 
it may not offer the clear advantages over traditional methods that remote 
sensing does offer offshore. SARD would be extraordinarily useful in 
delineating the often complex current patterns; XR has demonstrated the 
existence of biologically important estuary fronts. 

If SARD becomes operational, there would be great oceanographic interest 
in applications to all of these areas except possibly (d), and the need would 
be continuing. Unique SARD capabilities include the ability to measure wind 
driven and geostrophic motions and the capability of medium<vscale mapping. In 
addition to general coverage, it would also be of utility 'io special-purpose, 
local oceanographic studies. 
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An imaging SAR la capable of providing support information in the areas 
of (b)k< (c) and possibly (c) and is of utility in special-purpose 
oceanographic and bathymetric studies. It is difficult, however, to discern a 
strong need for long-term monitoring in these areas. 


E. DEEP CONVECTION 

Deep convection events occur in Arctic and Antarctic waters and in the 
Mediterranean Sea as intermediate ocean water by transfer downwards of surface 
water. The convection leads to a sink-type converging flow near the surface, 
and is of small to medium scale (tens of kilometers), localized and organized 
within larger scale phenomena. The associated vertical velocities are in the 
range of 10-100 m per day; the horizontal velocities are unknown. These 
events are of great oceanographic interest, but as yet, they have not been 
detected by remote sensing (or, at least, not identified), but SARD may 
provide a characteristic signature that would allow detection. 

F. ICE LEADS 

The heat transfer through leads in pack ice is crucially important in 
the heat budgets of models of polar regions as discussed in Chapter 1, They 
have horizontal scales from 0,01-5 km, though are sometimes larger and subject 
to change as a result of local and nonlocal wind. SARD provides the best 
measurement tool. 

The wind field over ice is an important determinant of the ice motion 
and its measurement provides an interesting challenge. One possible method is 
to use the length and direction of we 'shadows' in the lee of ice flows in SAR 
imagery, though it remains to be seen if this technique is useful. One would 
anticipate that its usefulness may be limited to the summer season when the 
leads do not contain sheet or much ice. 


G. SAR SPECIFICATIONS FOR OCEANOGRAPHIC PURPOSES 

(1) Frequency; The choice of frequency involves somewhat of a 
compromise. High frequencies are attractive for the best imagery 
of short surface waves (C-band or above). High frequencies also 
yield the maximum wind-speed sensitivity but data on possible 
cross-section saturation at high winds are not yet available. On 
the other hand, lower frequencies (L-band) are known to produce 
increasing cross sections at high wind speeds, and low frequencies 
may possibly be preferable in terms of interpretation since the 
wave dynamics of short gravity waves are simpler than gravity- 
capillary waves or small-scale wave breaking. 


(2) Resolution: 25 x 25 m. 

(3) Swath width: 100 km or greater. 
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(4) Incidence angle; Preferably variable from 12® to 50® { also 
nadir. 

(5) Orbit: Again a choice must be made. For estaurine and surface 

wave studies^ and investigations of small-scale current features, 
the orbit should provide maximum coverage in coastal regions. 
Preferably, coverage of any area should be every 6 hours, but 
every 12 is acceptable. The temporal coverage should be on the 
order of 10 minutes. On the other hand, for wind structure, 
fronts and internal wave studies, the orbit should provide global 
coverage— not sun-synchronous— so that the same spot is not 
always observed at the same time. 

H. COMPLEMENTARY SENSORS 

The utility of SAR will be greatly enhanced if certain complementary 
sensors are available. Most useful will be an altimeter (ALT) on board the 
same satellite. There appears to be no need to mount a separate altimeter-^a 
separate downward looking antenna is required with the same power supply and 
using certain electronic components common to SAR. A hybrid SAR/ALT system 
could be designed to incorporate the requirements for both altimetry and ocean 
surface imagery. A cost-benefit evaluation of such a system appears 
desirable. 

A scatterometer on board the same satellite will enhance and extend the 
capability of measuring wind speeds over the ocean. It should operate at a 
different frequency from SAR and have a larger swath. Note also that a 
calibrated SAR can be operated in a real aperture mode precisely as a 
scatterometer. 

Of lower priority are visible and infrared sensors. Information of this 
kind can be obtained from other satellites— a resolution of 1 km is acceptable 
but finer resolution is desirable. 


I. UNRESOLVED QUESTIONS 


(1) Can the hydrodynamic and electromagnetic effects of current 
gradients be adequately understood to allow quantitative 
measurement of these gradients by SAR? 

(2) Can the SAR Doppler be used to detect ocean currents with a 
spatial resolution greater t\in,n 5 km, a temporal resolution 
greater than one day, with current velocities of 5-10 cm? 

(3) Can SAR be unambiguously related to currents — can wind and wave 
signals be 'removed'? 

(4) Is a line-of-f light Doppler sufficient or is a new design at a 
variable beam direction required? 
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V. CANADIAN SCIENCE AND OPERATIONS REQUIREMENTS SUMMARY 


A. INTRODUCTION 

As a first step in the implementation of a major operational program 
plan to meet a known requirement » it is necessary to conduct a program 
of investigative studies. Results of these studies should ensure the 
procurement or design of the most effective hardware and the institution 
of the most efficient operational processes and procedures throughout 
the initial operational phase of the program. 

RADARSAT, which envisages the design, construction and launch in the 
late 1980s or early 1990s of a polar orbiting satellite carrying as its 
primary sensor a Synthetic Aperture Radar (SAR), is just such a 
program. Although numerous discussions of possibilities on a national 
and international scale have been carried on for a number of years, the 
program officially commenced in April 1981 with the Phase A studies and 
R&D program initiated by the Department of Energy, Mines and Resources. 

Information essential to the R&D program is a statement of firm mission 
requirements for the various disciplines that will be served by the 
satellite. These mission requirements are obtained by comparing the 
information requirements of the disciplines to be served; these 
disciplines are represented by study teams. The composition of the four 
applications study teams (Renewable Land Resources, Nonrenewable Land 
Resources, Sea Ice, and Oceanography) formed to review the requirements 
within applicable disciplines, and the study teams'' findings, 
conclusions, recommendations, including the description of a series of 
proposed airborne SAR experiments, are described in reports to be 
published by those committees. The experiments were designed to 
increase team members" knowledge of the acquistion, processing, 
analysis, and particularly, the application of SAR data. 

The purpose of this document is to report the activities and progress of 
the study teams in determining mission requirements in their applicable 
areas of interest and to make recommendations that will assist other 
study teams engaged in the design of satellite and sensor hardware, 
processing and analysis equipment, orbits, operational procedures, etc. 
In the original Phase A study schedule, the publication of a Final 
Mission Requirements Document was envisaged as it seemed that by this 
Ph ase of the program, sufficient Seasat and new Gonvair 580/SAR data 
would have been analyzed to provide team members with conclusive data on 
which to base firm recommendations. Unfortunately, contract delays and 
equipment unserviceabilities prevented the acquisition, processing, and 
analysis of much new data, and recommendations presented are based 
primarily on available literature, workshop discussions, analysis and/or 
reanalysis of existing Seasat and airborne SAR data acquired during the 
SURSAT experiment. Although a number of recommendations may be 
considered "final, the continuance of the program ensures that team 
members will be provided with new data which, through further study, may 
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present evidence that will cause them to revise their present concepts. 
Continued revision of the mission requirements as presented, and further 
dialogue with members of mission concept and SAR design teams, will 
therefore be mandatory as the program proceeds. 

B. It is a relatively simple task for each user, within his area of 
interest, to define his requirements as he perceives SAR application to 
his problems. Unfortunately, in a program such as RADARSAT, a user's 
ideal requirements may be difficult or impossible to meet due to 
technical or operational constraints. Through discussions with 
engineering and other design authorities, applications study teams have 
been made aware of foreseeable constraints and anticipated possible 
tradeoffs. The study teams' reports reflect their attempts to stay 
within technical and operational guidelines established. Flexibility 
has been maintained whenever possible by categorizing requirements as 
optimal, acceptable, or marginal. Teams have attempted in all cases to 
specify requirements in known and acceptable engineering terms, e.g., 
the SAR signal response should be consistent to within ±0.25 dB in a 
given scene. 

C. MISSION REQUIREMENTS CORRELATION 

It is obvious that a fixed set of satellite and radar parameters will 
not satisfy the requirements of all applications teams, or even all of 
the various applications within any one team's area of responsibility. 
Within imposed technical and operational limits, teams have reached a 
consensus on the most acceptable requirement compromise which retains 
essential usefulness of SAR within their area. Value judgments on which 
their choices are based are detailed in each report. No attempt has 
been made in this section to justify parameters presented; they are 
listed in Tables 5 to 9 inclusive, under specific headings, to highlight 
commonalities in applications requirements. This permitted the 
selection, categorization, and presentation in Table 9 of the sets of 
parameters most likely to meet the greatest number of requirements. 

D. RATIONALIZATION 

This section outlines the rationale on which parameter selection was 
based. 

1. Frequency and Incidence Angles 

In accordance with established Canadian baseline restraints, only 
two frequencies, C~band at 5.3 GHz, 6-cm wavelength, and L-band at 
1 GHz, 23~cm wavelength have been considered. In all cases, 
incidence angle is measured from nadir to the center ray of the 
radar transmit beam. Frequency and incidence angle are so closely 
interrelated that they are discussed jointly. 

Requirements for frequency and incidence angle stated by 
applications teams are summarized as follows: 
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Table 5. Renewable land Resources 


“'1 

OF P00*1 QUALITY 



Requirements 

Parameter** 

Optimal 

Acceptable 

Marginal 

Frequency 

C- -f L-band 

C-band 

b-band 

Incidence angle 

20** and 50** in each band 

40**-A5** 

IS^-SS** 

Polarization 

VV 

HH 

HH 

Swath width 

200 km 

ISO km 

^U50 km 

Area cover 

All of Canadian landmass 

All of Canadian 
landmass 

Same 

Revisit interval 

«10 days in priority 
areas 

15 days 

17 days 

Spatial resolution 

30 X 30m 16 looks 
(7,5 X 7.5 m, 1 look) 

30 X 30 m, A looks 
(30 X 7.5 m, 1 look) 

Less 

Geometric 

positioning 

£15 m 

25 m 

25 m 

Type o£ data 

Radlometrically and 
geometrically corrected 
digital tape or image 

Same 

Same 

Process time 

6-12 hours 

24 hours 

■24 hours 

Calibration 

Relative ±0.5 dB ' 

Relative ±0,75 dB 

Relative +1 dB 

Radiometric 

resolution 

0.25 dB, 256 grey levels 
at 90 percent confidence 
level 

0.4 dB 

not specified 

•>0.6 dB 
not specified 

S/N ratio 

Not specified 

Not specified 

Not specified 

Dynamic range 

60 dB 

60 dB 

60 dB 

Secondary 

sensors 

Visible and infrared 
optical scannf.r 

Visible and Infrared 
optical scanner 

i 

Microwave 

radiometer 


‘*Paramcters listed in this table apply 

to the following: 


(1) Agriculture: 

(2) Forestry: 

(3) Hydrology: 

location and acreage of cereals, 

timber volume; 

snow distribution; 

oil seeds, fallow and forage} 

regrowth; 

snowmelt; 

soil moisture distribution} 

surflclai materials; 

river and lake ice 

crop growth and development} 

fire monitoring; 

for winter transport; 

range woody vegetation} 

cloarcut monitoring; 

state of ground and 

rangeland condition; 

burned areas mapping; 

permafrost ; 

soil salinity; 

tree defoliation. 

flood mapping; 

land use change; 


terrain roughness; 

soil classification; 


wetland classification; 

soil erosion. 


glacier melting; 
crop irrigation. 
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Table 6. Nonrenewable Land Resources 



Requirements 

Parameter^ 

Optimal 

Acceptable 

Marginal 

Frequency 

C-band 

G- or L-band 

L-band 

Incidence angle 

50^ and 30° 

50° 

30° 

Polarization 

HH 50° and 30° 
HV 30° only 

HH 

HH 

Swath width 

150 Icm 

150 Ion 

100 Ion 

Area cover 

Entire Canadian landmass 

Same 

Same 

Revisit 

interval 

Biannual at each incideiice 
angle and 2 look 
directions 

Same 

Same 

Spatial 

resolution 

20 X 20 m, 4 looks 

25 X 25 m, 
4 looks 

30 X 30 m, 
4 looks 

Geometric 

positioning 

40 m 

150 m 

150 m 

Type of data 

Radiometrically and 
geometrically corrected 
digital tape or image 

Same 

Same 

Process time 

2 weeks 

1 month 

1 mdnth 

Calibration 

Relative <1.5 dB across 
swath 

<3.0 dB swath to swath 

Not specified 

Not specified 

Radiometric 

resolution 

<3 dB with 4 looks, 

10 grey levels at 
90 percent confidence level 

Not specified 

Not specified 

S/N ratio 

15 dB 

10 dB 

10 dB 

Dynamic range 

30 dB linear response 

Not specified 

Not specified 

Secondary 

sensors 

Visible and infrared 
optical scanner 

Visible and 
infrared 
Optical 
scanner 

Nil 


Parameters listed in this table apply to the following; lithology; structure;* 
and surficial geology. 
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Table 7. Sea Ice | 



Requirements 

Parameter^ 

Optimal 

Acceptable 

Marginal 

Frequency 

C-band 

C- or L-band 

Same 

Incidence angle 

40°-50° value 
attached to steerable 
antenna in lower latitudes 

25°-50° 

<25° 

Polarization 

HH 

HH or W 

Same 

Swath width 

200 Ion or more 

(100 Im if steerable 

antenna) 

200 km 

<180 km 

Area cover 

For operations j all 
Canadian ice covered and 
ice infested water, 
global for scientific 

All Canadian 
ice covered 
waters north 
of 60° 

Same 

Revisit interval 

Operations, daily or more 
often scientific. 1-5 days 

Operations, 
daily scien- 
tific, 1-5 days 

Same 

Spatial 

resolution 

25 m 

Low -100 m, 
high 25 m 

>100 m 

Geometric 

positioning 

±250 m 

Same 

Same 

Type of data 

Radlometrically corrected 
digital tape 

Same 

Optical 

Process time 

3 hours or less operation- 
ally several weeks for 
science 

Same 

Same 

Calibration 

Relative ±2 dB 

Same 

Same 

Radiometric 

resolution 

Hot specified 

Not specified 

Not specified 

S/N ratio 

Hot specified 

Not specified 

Not specified 

Dynamic range 

Not specified 

Mot specified 

Not specified 

Secondary 

sensors 

Passive microwave radiom- 
eter and scatterometer 

Passive 

microwave 

radiometer 

SAR only 


^Parameters listed in this table apply to the following; sea ice distribution 
and surface characteristics j ice types; ice movement; convergence and diver- 
gence; and ice/water boundaries as a step in determining concentration. 
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Table 8 . Oceans 



Requirements 

Parameter^ 

Optimal 

Acceptable 

Marginal 

Frequency 

G-band 

L-band 

Same 

Incidence angle 

25°-35° 

Same 

Same 

Polarization 

HH 

HH 

HH 

Swath width 

Not specified 

Not specified 

Not specified 

Area cover 

Operational 200 nm swath 
on both coasts, global 
for scientific 

Same 

Same 

Revisit interval 

Not specified 

Not specified 

Not specified 

Spatial 

resolution 

Single look 25 x 25 m 

Same 

Same 

Geometric 

positioning 

Not specified 

Not specified 

Not specified 

Type of data 

Geometrically corrected 
digital tapes and images 

Same 

Same 

Process time 

Operational, 1,5 hours 
scientific, several days 

Same 

Same 

Calibration 

Absolute <2 dB 

Same 

Same 

Radiometric 

resolution 

Not specified 

Same 

Same 

S/N ratio 

Not specified 

Same 

Same 

Dynamic range 

Not specified 

Same ■ 

Same 

Secondary 

sensors 

Scatterometer and passive 
microwave radiometer 

Scatterometer 

Radiometer 


0 

Parameters listed in this table apply to the following: surface winds j wave 

direction and peak v-7avelength; wave height, larger scale features} surface 
currents; bathymetry; and water temperature. 















Table 9. Multidiscipline Compromise Parameters 



Compromise Parameters A1 

L Applications 


Baseline Parameters References 

Parameter 

Optimal 

Acceptable 

Marginal 

SPAR Baseline 

Seasat Design 

Freqaeacy 

C- + L-hand*’ 

C-band 

L-band 

- L- or C-band 

Ij-band 

Incidence angle 

Center, 25" and 45" 

40*-45' 

25*-35* 

>35" 

22" 


fixed ±5" shift 

fixed ±5" shift 


Polarization 

HH 

HH 

mt 

BH 

BH 

Swath width 

200 Ica 

>150 ta> 

<150 ka 

L - 2C3 km 

100 ka 





C - 150 ka 


Area cover 

All Canadian Ice covered/ 

Saae 

Siime 

Variable with 

Variable 


Infested waters and landmass 


Mqinglohal 

latitude and swath 


plus oceans 



width 


Revisit interval 

Multiple daily to biannual 

Daily 

Ssme 

Variable with 






latitude and swath 






width 


Spatial 

resolution 

20 X 20 m, 4 loohs 

25 X 25 m, 4 looks 

3 X so B 

4 looks 

25 X 25 a 
3 looks 

25 X 25 a, 4 looks 

Geometric 

positioning 

15 a. 

SO B 

lao B 

Not specified 

100-700 a 

Type of data 

Geometrically and radiometri- 

Same 

Saae 

Digital 

Blgital tane aad 


cally corrected digital tapes 
and images 



optical 

Process time 

3 hours to several days 

3 hours for 50 percent 

Same 

Sot specified 

1 day 



and up to 2 veeks for 





remainder® 




Cal ibratlon 

Relative iO.5 dB 

Same 

Same 

Not specified 

2. 3 dB across swath 

Radiometric 

resolution 

TBD 

TBD 

TBD 

Not specified 

2-3 gray levels at 90 





percent confidence level 

S/N ratio 

TBD 

TBD 

TBD 

Noise equivalent 

Not specified 





hackscatter Cq 
C - 25.2 dB/a4 










L - 26.6 dB/a2 


Dynamic range 

TBD 

TBD 

TBD 

Sot specified 

50 dB 

Secondary 

Visible and infrared optical 

TBD 

SAR only 

Not specified 

Microwave radiometer. 

sensors 

scanner, passive nlcrowave 


scatterooeter. 


radiometer, scatterometer 




altimeter 

^he 3-hour processing requirement equals approximately 70 scenes per day- 

Priority in tradeoffs given to optimal specification for incidence angle e.|j.. sacrifice l.-band and swath 

width first. 
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a. Renewable band Reaourcei 

A 2-frequency (C + L) and 2-incidence angle (20° + 50°) 
ayetem will meet moat of the wide variety of appllcationa 
required for agriculture, forestry, and hydrology. 
Operation aa a 4-band ayatem, i.e., C-band at 20° 50°, 
and L-band at 20° t 50°, providing aimultaneoua data 
acquiaitioni ia deairable but not mandatory. The aecqnd 
moat deairable ia a C- + L-band ayatem at 45° or higher 
incidence angle; a C-band ayatem having two incidence 
angles of 20° ■¥ 50° ia the third choice. It should be 
noted that the above are preferred systema; carefully 
selected single-frequency/single-incidence angle ayatem 
would still provide much useful data. 

b. Nonrenewable Resources 

The probability of C-band providing better textural and 
soil moisture discrimination makes it a first choice for 
geological applications, although at this time, L-band 
appears to be acceptable. The extraction of geological 
information from radar images is greatly facilitated by 
viewing the larth'^s surface in stereo. Although a stereo 
image can be created by imaging the terrain from opposite 
directions, the most effective stereo models have been 
achieved with images that have the same look direction, 
but a difference in incidence angle of between 15® and 
30°. There is a requirement therefore, for continuous 
recording of the same terrain at two different incidence 
angles during adjacent, parallel orbits. A C-band system 
having two incidence angles of 30° + 50° is optimum. 

c. Ice 

A large number of different ice parameters must be 
monitored. Only a few sets of simultaneously recorded C- 
and L-band images of ice have been made available to the 
Ice Team for study. However, based on analysis of image 
interpretability, a C-band system is preferred; L-band is 
acceptable, 'Incidence angle does not appear to be 
critical and could range from 40° to 50° for optimum 
performance. Should a tradeoff for increased swath width 
be possible, incidence angles as low as 35° are 
acceptable. 

d. Oceans 

A C-band frequency is preferred at an incidence angle of 
between 25° and 35°; L-band is marginally acceptable at 
the same (25° to 35°) incidence angle. 
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e. 


DiscuBiion 


A preference for C-’band has been eitabllBhed by all itudy 
teamB. No team considered t**band to be totally 
unacceptable and Renewable Land Resources has expressed a 
requirement for an additional L**band channel with a steep 
(20^) incidence angle* The dual‘'freuqency, 4-channel 
system deemed necessary by Renewable Land Resources will 
also meet the stereo requirements of Nonrenewable Land 
Resources and Is obviously acceptable to other teams; 
thus, it must be considered optimal* The recently 
proposed concept of a fixed ± 5 ^ steerable antenna 
increases the effective swath width over specific areas 
(to be discussed later), and could provide the desired 
incidence angle range, albeit without simultaneous cover* 
A single-channel system with C-band at 40° to 45° 
incidence angle will meet most requirements of all but the 
oceans group. 

Polarization 

The polarization requirements by applications teams is summarized 

as follows: 

a. Rene>rable Land Resources 

There is a very weak preference for VV polarization* HH 
is acceptable for all applications. 

b. Nonrenewable Land Resources 

HH polarization is preferred at both 50° and 30*^ incidence 
angles. An optional channel at HV polarization, 30°- 

incidence angle, may provide additional information on 
moisture in soils and rocks and assist in the 
identification of vegetation types. 

c. Ice 

KH polarization is desirable* VV polarization and/or 
cross-polarization are marginally acceptable and 
unacceptable respectively* 

d* Oceans 

HH is the only polarization considered* 



3 . 


6t Discussion 

The preference for VV polarization by Renewable Land 
Resources is weak and HH polarization is fully acceptable. 
The advantages to be gained wich the HVi 30® channel 
discussed by Nonrenewable Land Resources are not 
significant enough to alter the overall preference for HH 
polarization* 

Swath Width, Area Cover, and Revisit Interval 

Swath width, area cover, and the revisit interval are 
Interdependent; i.e., as swath width increases, so does the area 
covered within a specified time period, and the revisit time 
interval decreases. These parameters will therefore be discussed 
together. Requirements stated by applications teams are 
summarized as follows: 


a. 


b. 


Renewable Land Resources 


Renewable Land Resources has a wide variety of area cover 
requirements and shows revisit cycles ranging from 1 to 
180 days. Hydrological requirements are the most 
demanding, Rrime areas of interest require, in most 
cases, revisit cycles of 10 days or less with 15 days 
acceptable. 


Nonrenewable Land Resources 


A swath width of 150 km will meet Nonrenewable Land 
Resources requirements. The twice yearly coverage at each 
of two look, directions (from ascending and descending 
orbits), of the entire Canadian landmass is easily 
accomplished. 

Ice 

The operational requirement for the Ice Team is to cover 
all ice infested/covered waters as frequently as possible, 
with particular emphasis on at least daily coverage of the 
proposed northern tanker routes. Tanker routes down the 
east coast, at latitudes lower than 72® N, are difficult 
to cover on a daily basis regardless of the type of orbit 
planned. Scientific and certain types of operational 
requirements need global coverage, with a revisit period 
of from 1 to 5 days In specific areas. 
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d« 


Ocoans 


Oceana requiirementa are similar in nature to those o£ the 
Ice Team. Operationally^ at least daily coverage is 
necessary over a 370-km swatch extending outwards £rom all 
coasts. Global coverage is required on a 1 to 5 day 
revisit cycle to assist in forecasting weather and ocean 
conditions. 

e* Discussion 

The large northern area coverage and short revisit cycle 
specified by the Ice Team will be the dominant factors in 
determining the swath width, revisit cycles, and area 
cover for the satellite. A satellite SAR having a 200-km 
swath width and fixed antenna can very nearly meet 
northern requirements, but east coast shipping routes 
below 72° latitude cannot be adequately monitored by a 
single satellite. In this mode, coverage of Renewable 
Land Resources priority areas will also vary from 7 to 14 
days and the operational requirements of the oceans group 
cannot be met. A +.5° steerable antenna Wxll ensure that 
all northern areas of interest are covered within the 
desirable revisit interval. With judicious programming of 
the antenna incidence angle, most northern, east coast 
shipping routes will receive adequate coverage even if the 
swath width is reduced to 150 km. Renewable Land 
Resources requirements for specific area cover during 
dynamic growth cycles, infestations, or disasters could 
also be largely met by the steerable antenna. The system 
could be used to advantage in monitoring specific 
operational areas at lower latitudes to meet the oceans 
requirement. Global coverage with a minimum 5-day revisit 
cycle (for ice or oceans scientific studies) cannot be met 
with a single satellite regardless of antenna 
configuration. However, the steerable antenna will, in 
many instances, permit coverage of storm centres or other 
phenomena that would not normally be accessible with a 
fixed antenna system. A +.5° steerable antenna at a swath 
width of 150 km is therefore considered to be the optimal 
configuration. A minimum fixed antenna swath width of 200 
km will be Only just acceptable to meet major 
requirements; 180 km is considered as marginally 
acceptable. 

4. Spatial Resolution 

Requirements for spatial resolution stated by applications teamji 

are summarized as follows: 
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a. Renewable tand ReBources 

The Renewable Land Resources Team suggested that a minimum 
target size required in forestry applications will be a 
cutover of 0.4 ha. However* forest roads may be only 10 m 
wide and some agricultural crops may occupy fields no more 
than 50 m wide. Optimum spatial resolution has been 
established as 7.3 x 7.5 m* 1 look* or 30 x 30 m* 16 
looks. Acceptable resolution can be as low as 30 x 7.3 m* 
1 look* or 30 X 30 m* 4 looks. 

b. Nonrenewable Resources 

Geologists are primarily concerned with the detection and 
identification of surface features that* by inference, 
will establish subsurface geology. Surface features may 
vary greatly in size and shape* and it is therefore 
difficult to establish a minimum target size. However* as 
resolution of the system improves more features can be 
identified. A spatial resolution of 20 x 20 m at 4 looks 
was selected primarily to match the projected resolution 
of other satellite sensors that are proposed for launch in 
the 1990s. A 23 X 23 m at 4 looks is acceptable with 30 x 
30 m at 4 looks considered marginal. 

c. Ice 

Identifiable and measurable target size and shape varies 
widely for ice applications. It may be necessary to 
establish the width variation, on a day to day basis* of a 
long, very narrow open water lead* estimate the size and 
extent of ice ridges or merely plot the position and 
subsequent movement of ice floes that cover an area of 
several square kilometers. A 23 x 23 m resolution is 
deemed to be optimal* a low resolution of ^100 m is 
acceptable for rapid access data* and less than 100 m is 
considered marginal. 

d. Oceans 

A 23 X 23 m, 1-look resolution has been established as 
optimal, but this figure is based on theory only. The 
Oceans Team has had insufficient experience in the 
analysis of SAR data to establish a firm spatial 
resolution that will meet their major requirements. 

e. Discussion 

Spatial resolution is difficult to define, as so many 
factors other than the target size must be taken into 
consideration, e.g., the geometry of the target, its 
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orientation to the radar transmiBsion, its contrast (to 
the radar), etc. In addition, requirements vary greatly 
from application to application. A 20 x 20 m, 4-looks 
spatial resolution was established as optimal in that this 
is probably the maximum resolution that can be expected of 
satellite SAR systems by 1990. A spatial resolution of 25 
X 25 m, 4 looks, identical to Seasat performance, is 
acceptable; 30 x 50 m, 4 looks is marginal. 

5. Geometric Positioning 

Requirements for positioning or registration in latitude and 
longitude stated by applications teams are summarized as follows: 

a. Renewable Land Resources 

A value of 25 m was established by personal communication 
with team members. All figures apply to position accuracy 
in an image which has been geometrically corrected to 
ground control points. 

b. Nonrenewable Land Resources 

Thp Nonrenewable Land Resources Team is concerned that 
geometric positioning be sufficiently accurate to permit 
coregistratior: with other digital data sets. Although 
they recognize that in SAR imagery accuracies will vary 
considerably as the distance from ground control points 
increases, they feel that a considerable effort should be 
made to achieve absolute accuracies of 40 m. .Accuracies 
of up to 150 m will still permit extraction of useful 
imagery and are acceptable. 

c. Ice 

A great deal of the ice information will be acquired over 
water or ice precluding the use of ground control points 
to facilitate geometric correction. A figure of 100 m is 
sufficiently accurate to meet most rapid turnaround 
requirements. 

d. Oceans 

The Oceans Team has not discussed a need for specific 
geometric position accuracy. It is assumed that the 100 m 
suggested by the Ice Team will meet their requirement. 
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e. Discussion 

Geometric position accuracy is obviously of much greater 
concern to the land resources teams than to ice and oceans 
groups. Greater accuracies are also possible over land 
due to the ability of ground control points. The 
compromise figures shown in Table 5| are based on the most 
stringent requirements stated by Renewable Land Resources 
and will* therefore, satisfy the requirements of the other 
teams. It is realized that the optimal figure (15 m) 
cannot be achieved at even relatively short distances from 
ground control points. However, in view of the importance 
of this parameter, the 15-m figure has been inserted as a 
firm goal to be achieved whenever advances in technology 
will BO permit. 

6. Type of Data 

Requirements for data type stated by applications teams are 

summarized as follows: 

a. Renewable Land Resources 

The large number of different application requirements to 
be met will necessitate the provision of a variety of data 
types with delivery times ranging from a few days to 
several weeks. Both image and CCT data will be required. 
It is envisaged that much of the analysis will be 
performed by computers and therefor^*,, digital data which 
is radiometrically corrected or in geocoded form will be 
necessary. 

b. Nonrenewable Land Resources 

The prime concern is provision of data which is 
geometrically corrected to permit coregistration with 
other data. Radiometric correction for variations in 
image intensity across the swath is also necessary. It is 
assumed that some image analysis will be performed by 
computers, but a large number of images will be required 
for visual analysis. As rapid delivery of products will 
in most cases not be a restrictive factor, production of 
precise geometrically and radiometrically corrected 
digital data should be possible. 

c. Ice 

For operational sea ice applications, rapid turnaround is 
the predominant factor affecting the type of product that 
can be provided. As backscatter values from various ice 
features and/or open water is essential to analysis. 
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radiometric correction is the primary consideration in the 
provision of both digital OCXs and images. Geometric 
correction is also important in determining the geographic 
location and configuration of features such as ice floes, 
open leads, etc. Science for sea ice applications, full 
geometric and radiometric correctioUi will be required for 
both digital tapes and images; longer turnaround times 
will permit the accomplishment of precision processing, 

d. Oceans 

Requirements are similar to those of the Ice Team in that 
the end use (operational or scientific) of the data will 
influence the degree of processing and the delivery time 
required. Geometrically and radiometrically corrected 
digital tapes and images will be essential in all cases. 

e. Discussion 

All teams emphasize the use of computers for analysis, 
with images playing an important role in some 
applications. Radiometric correction will maximize the 
amount of information that can be extracted from the data; 
geometric corrections will facilitate the registration of 
obtained information to base maps or with other available 
data. It is generally agreed that geometrically and 
radiometrically corrected digital tapes and images must be 
available on demand. 

7. Process Time 

Requirements for process time or timeliness stated by 

applications teams are summarized as follows: 

a. Renewable Land Resources 

Time from, data acquistion to the delivery of a usable 
product varies widely with the type of product required 
and its specific application. 

b. Nonrenewable Land Resources 

Image quality rather than rapid delivery is stressed. The 
optimal 2-week, and acceptable 1-month, delivery time is 
acceptable for delivery of a specific scene since it is 
doubtful that the entire Canadian landmass will be covered 
within a 15-day time period. 
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Ice 


Delivery of certain types of products must be accomplished 
within 3 hours of data acquisition over certain 
operational areas in northern ice infested/covered waters. 
For scientific purposes, depending on the product and its 
application, delivery time may vary from several days to 
reveral weeks. 

d. Oceans 

Requirements are similar to those of the Ice Team. 
Ideally, delivery of tapes or images produced from data 
acquired over operational areas should be accomplished 
within 1.5 hours. A compromise on the quantity and type 
of products provided can be made if it will ensure the 
delivery of operational data within the required time 
frame. 

e. Discussion 

Data delivery requirements vary widely from application to 
application. Extremely short delivery times for products 
are essential to the operational use of SAR data for 
certain ice and oceans applications. The S-hour 
turnaround time specified by the ice team applies to only 
50 percent of their required area cover and represents 
approximately 70 scenes per day. The quantity of data 
delivered will obviously be limited if the stated oceans 
requirement is to be met. It should be possible to meet 
most of the product delivery requirements specified by the 
Renewable Land Resources and Nonrenewable Land Resources 
Teams. 

8. Calibration 

Requirements for calibration stated by applications teams are 

summarized as follows: 

a. Renewable Land Resources 

It is estimated that for agricultural crops, 90 percent of 
the backscatter will be within 6 dB at the G-band 
frequency. Crop identification is of prime importance, 
and if this is to be accomplished using SAR data, response 
should be consistent to within 1/2 dB in a given scene and 
be stable over a season for a given target within 1 dB. 
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b. Nonrenewable Land Resoutcea 

Maintenance of relative brightness levels across the swath 
is important for mapping and correlating tonal features. 
Radiometric control is extremely important to the 
effective manipulation (ratioing, slicing, etc.) of SAR 
data and in stereo mapping or mosaic production. A 
^relative calibration value of 1.5 dB within the swath and 
dB between swaths is considered to be essential. 

c. Ice 

Insufficient C-band imagery of sea ice is available to 
assess the difference in radar backscatter coefficients 
between various ice types. A relative calibration of 2 dB 
is considered, at this time, to be adequate for most 
purposes. 

d. Oceans 

An absolute calibration of the radar to 2 dB is required 
for the quantitative analysis of SAR ocean data. 

e. Discussion 

The Renewable Land Resources Team has justified the need 
for a radar system that will maintain a relative 
calibration of 0.5 dB within a given scene. This is more 
than adequate to meet the requirements stated by the 
Nonrenewable Land and Ice Teams and therefore is shown as 
a desirable characteristic to be considered in the design 
of a satellite SAR system. The absolute calibration 
figure of 2 dB, required by the Oceans Team, may be 
impossible to achieve due to the wide variation in 
incidence angles possible with a steerable antenna and 
unpredictable attenuation of the signal due to constantly 
changing atmospheric conditions. 

9. Radiometric Resolution, Signal-to-Noise Ratio, and Dynamic Range 
a. Discussion 

A number of team members have attempted to define specific 
limits within which radiometric resolution, signal-to- 
noise ratio, and dynamic range parameters should be 
established to meet their requirements. However, after 
discussion of specifications presented in their reports, 
it was agreed that team members require additional 
information before they can make firm recommendations 
regarding these parameters. Action to be taken is 
detailed in recommendation number 3 in this report. 
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10. Secondary Sensors 


Requirements for secondary sensors stated by applications teams 

are as follows: 

a. Renewable Land Resources 

The inclusion of a visible and infrared (VIR) sensor is a 
priority item. The combination of data acquired by the 
SAR and VIR sensors will increase the accuracy and 
reliability of both types of data obtained, 

b. Honrenewable Land Resources 

Experience with data acquired from existing satellite 
sensor systems shows that much useful geological 
information can be obtained from visible and infrared 
sensing devices. It is envisaged that a pushbroom, 
visible and solar infrared scanner, having 
switchable/tunable channels will be available by 1990, and 
that such a system is recommended as a secondary sensor. 

c. Ice 

The inclusion of a low resolution passive microwave 
radiometer (PMR) and/or scatterometer is mandatory if 
hemispheric and global coverage requirements are to be 
met. 

d. Oceans 

Within the present knowledge and experience of team 
members, a low resolution PMR and/or scatterometer are 
more effective than a SAR in meeting major requirements of 
the Oceans Team. Their choice of a secondary sensor is 
therefore obvious. 

e. Discussion 

Although none of the teams have ruled out the possible 
value of data obtained from alternate sensors, their 
choice of a secondary sensor is firm and indicates an even 
split between Land Resources and the Ice/Oceans Teams. It 
is suggested therefore that, based on technical 
feasibility, consideration be given to the inclusion of 
all secondary sensors requested. This does not imply that 
there is a requirement to utilize all sensors 

simultaneously; various combinations of instruments could 
be activated on an as required basis. 
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E 


CONCLUSIONS 


It ie concluded that: 

(1) Within technical and operational parametera presently set, it is 

possible to design a SAR system for operational use on a ^ 

satellite that will meet the major applications requirements for 
Renewable and Nonrenewable Resources and Sea Ice Teams; 
marginally for the Oceans Team. 

(2) All study teams stress the high quality processing and efficient ^ 

distribution of acquired data as an essential part of the SAR-* 

equipped satellite operational program. 

(3) Study teams emphasize the need for a secondary sensor on the 
satellite. Requirements are evenly split between the four teams 
~-Land Resources Team favour a VIR scanner; Ice/Oceans Teams 
consider a passive microwave radiometer and/or a scatterometer to 
be essential. 

The choice of sensor type may depend on a further cost-benefit 
study or on technical feasibility. 


F. RECOMMENDATIONS 

It is recommended that: 

(1) SAR parameters identified as "optimal" in Table 9 to this 
document be considered as firm basic requirements at this phase 
of the program. 

(2) Within the Mission Requirements Program, data acquisition, image 
processing, and analysis continue as planned. Commencing in 
March 1982, monthly meetings will convene and team leaders will 
present in writing to satellite/SAR design authorities the 
findings and conclusions that support or modify existing 
parameter values. 

(3) There should commence immediately the production and examination 
of a set of images having their technical specifications, i.e., 
signal-to-noise ratio, dynamic range, etc., altered by known 
amounts. Study and comparison of such imag.^s will assist {;?am 
members and users in general to understand factors affecting 
image quality and enable them to quantify their stated 
requirements . 
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